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Dear Chairman: 

Plcase allow mor? time for a transparcnt public examination and  discussion of the 
revision or media ownership rules proposcd for adoption on J u n e  2. 

J u s t  last night I got my hands on the NPRM of Sept 02. I haven’t linishcd reading i t ,  
b u t  I did rcatl two ofyour  prepared speechcs ( 3 / 2 7 / 0 3 ,  4 /28 /03)  that attempt to 
jusliTy the FCC’s prcscnt course of action. 1 found all these texts  highly problematic. 

When citizcns bccoine only “consumers,” when thc public forum bccoincs only a 
nicclra “marketplace,” and  when journalistic truth becomes mcrely product that  must  
be made palatablc (and, of coursr, cotnpatible with a marketer’s policics) so as to be 
sold, we are in an imaginary land where corporate libertarianism dominates. The 
classic Iibertari;in, William Safire, knows thc dillerence hetwccn conscientious 
conscrvarism anti the  religion you servc. Hmin . . .  a fault linc in rhe right7 

By including every new form of web- and satellitc-based media in  thc count,  you can 
honestly say t h a t  media outlets havc increased by 195% and ownrrs  by 139%. This 
IS to compare grains of sand with the Andes, rhc Rockies, and thc Himalayas. 
Because of an airy theory of digital migration (if I get your drift), the major incdia that 
provide “frcc” content might need aggressive deregulation to have a “fighting chance 
to. . S L ~ I . V I V C ~ ”  Th i s  is a hoot. Disingenuous. FIow about a public network, thrii? 

What is the cviclcnce that conglomerated nicijor nicdia control what consunicrs heal 
in  spitc of rcccnt increases in the  absolirte number of outlets ant1 owners? Clear 
Ch;mncl yanked the Dixie Chicks from their playlist lou something one of thcit 
mcnibcrs sml at R live conccrt in  Fngland. So much for the survival of vicwpoint 
diversity tintlei- conditions of ownci.ship homogencity. 

How to fulfill rhc requirements of Section 202(h)? Repeal the Act (of 19%) as not 
k i n g  in thc puhlic interest. Then you needn’t worry about the next  review. 

Sincerely, 

re: NPRM of Sept 02, cicadline of J u n c  2,  2003 


